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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1-14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "each of the at least on instruments" in lines 10-11. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Claim 10 recites the limitation "each of the at least on instruments" in line 10. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bauman et al. (U.S. 5,875,119). 

As per claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, 13, 16, 19 and 20, Bauman et al. teach a collecting 
system for collecting operational information on a closed system comprising at least one 
of the following components configured to be monitored: a processor, a memory, 
peripheral equipment, an interface logic (see col. 3, lines 50-62), wherein the collecting 
system further comprises at least one instrument, each respectively to be functionally 
connected only a single one to the monitor-able components of the closed system, 
wherein each of the at least on instrument is configured to collect operational 
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information on it respective single on of the monitorable the components of the closed 
system (see col. 4, lines 7-30), and a data collector comprising at least one register and 
being configured to receive operational information collected by the at lest one 
instrument, the register being configured to store said operational information (see col. 
4, lines 30-51). 

As per claims 6, 7 and 14, Bauman et al. further teach that the instrument is 
configured to store the operational information (see col. 4, lines 17-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3, 11, 12, 17, 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bauman et al. in view of Blaauw et al. (U.S. 6,819,538). 

Bauman et al. teach the system as stated above except adjusting the 
performance and /or power consumption of the closed system in response to analysis 
information received from the analyzing module. 

Blaauw et al. teach this feature (see col. 10, lines 12-30 and col. 10, lines 52-56). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate Blaauw et al.'s teaching into Bauman et al.'s 
invention because it would provide adjustment of the power consumption of the system. 
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Therefore damage to the system would be prevented and proper operation of the 
system would be ensured. 

4. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bauman et al. in view of Fross et al. (U.S. 6,384,627). 

Bauman et al. teach programmable performance monitoring system (see col. 3, 
lines 35-38). 

Bauman et al. do not explicitly teach the analyzing module and/or controlling 
module is programmable at run time. 

Fross et al. teach this feature (see col. 9, lines 24-41). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate Fross et al.'s teaching into Bauman et al.'s invention because at the run 
time the analyzer would receive the data from the data collector. Therefore, 
performance of the component would be determined and evaluated. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Bauman '119 does not describe at least one instrument as 
set forth in claim 1 . 

Examiner disagrees with the Applicant's argument, because the Examiner 
considers that the performance monitor 100 to be the at least on instrument (see col. 4, 
lines 15-17). 

Applicant argues that Bauman '1 19 does not describe data collector. 
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Examiner disagrees with the Applicant's argument, because Bauman '119 
teaches a circuitry included in the performance monitor that collects data (see col. 4, 
lines 17-22). 

Applicant argues that Bauman '119 does not teach that instruments are each 
respectively functionally connected on to one of the monitorable components of the 
close system. 

Examiner disagrees with the Applicant's argument, because Applicant is claiming 
at least one component, Examiner considers in this case that only one of the 
components is being monitored. Bauman '119 teaches at least one component (i.e. 
computing system 102) is being monitored and an instrument (i.e. performance monitor 
100) is monitoring the component 102. Examiner sees that Bauman '119 teaches one 
component being monitored by its respective instrument. The Examiner maintains the 
rejection of claims 1-21 

Contact information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohamed Charioui whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2213. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday, from 9 am 
to 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc S Hoff can be reached on (571) 272-2216. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Mohamed Charioui 
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